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BEST AVAIUSLt COPY 

Amendments to the Drawinga: 

The attached fonnal drawing sheet for FIG. 5A is being submitted 
to replace the drawing for FIG. 5 A currently on file. This replacement drawing 
includes the table of information and timestamp features recited in the claims. 
This formal drawing contains no new subject matter. 

Attachment: One (1) Replacement Sheet (FIG. 5 A). 
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REMARKS 

This application has been reviewed in light of the Office Action 
dated August 28, 2006. Claims 1-29 are pending in this application, with CI aims 
1, 15j 21, 22, 26, 27, and 29 in independent fomn. AppHcants submitted an initial 
Response under 37 C.F.R. LI 1 6 on October 26, 2006, that was not entered by tbe 
Exatniner pursuant to the Advisory Abtion dated December 8, 2006. The 
Advisory Action indicated that the proposed amendments in the October 26 
Response were not entered because they allegedly raised new issues that would 
require further consideration and/or search. However, tiiie proposed amendments 
in the October 26 Response (which are r^eated with this Sirpplmental Response 
minus an errant semicolon in the modifying step of Claim 1) amend Claim 1 to 
correct a typographical errbr thai inadvertently provided the phrase *'using a table 
of information and a timedtamp*' with the displaying step, when such phrase 
should have been placed A^lii the modifying step as provided in Claims 15, 21 , 
and 22. Applicants respedtfiilly submit that because this feature was previously 
recited in Claims 15^ 21, and 22^ further search and/or consideration is not 
believed to be required byithese changes. Claim 28 also has been amended to 
correct a typographical ertor in the word "comprising*^ minor coirections to the 
$pedfication have been proposed, and a replacement of FIG. S A has been 
provided. In addition,. Apiilicants respectfully submit that the proposed 
amendments, if entered, would simplify issues on appeal, by making all 
independent claims consistent in regard to this feature. 

For at least'the above-discussed reasons. Applicants respectftilly 
request that the amendments proposed herein be entered. In the event that such 
amendments are not entered, this paper should be considered a Petition to the 
Di rector's supervisory authority for the entry of the amendments proposed herein. 
The Comnii$$io](ier is autihorized to charge the fees associated with such a 
Petitton to deposit account no. 05-0225, A duplicate of this paper Is enclosed. 

For ccnvemence sake, the remainder of this Supplemental 
Response reiterates the coiitent set forth in Applicants' itiitial Response under 37 
CFR 1.116 dated October 26, 2006. 

The Office Action includes an objection to the drawings for failing 
to include the tabic of information and timestamp features recited in the claims. 
In response, Applicants indude herewith an amended version of FIG. 5 A showing 
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REMARKS 

This application has been reviewed m ligbt of the Office Action 
dated August 28, 2006. Claims 1-29 are pending in this application, with Claims 
1 , 1 5, 21, 22, 26, 27, and 29 in independent form. Applicants submitted an initial 
Response iinder 37 C.F.R. 1 .116 on October 26, 2006, that was tiQt e^itered by the 
Examiner pursuant to the Advisory Action dated December 8, 2006. The 
Advisory Action indicated that the proposed aTnendments in the October 26 
Response were not entered because they allegedly raised new issues that would 
require further consideration and/or search. However, the proposed amendments 
in the October 26 Response (which are repeated with this Supplemental. Response 
minus an errant semicolon in the modifying step of Claim 1) amend Claixn 1 to 
coriect a typographical error that inadvertently provided the phrase "using a table 
of information and a timestamp'' with the displaying step, when such phrase 
should have been placed with the modifying step as provided in Claims 1 5, 21, 
and 22, Applicants respectfully submit that because this feature was previously 
recited in Claims 15, 21 , and 22, furfber search and/or consideration is not 
believed to be required by these changes. Claim 28 also has been amended to 
correct a typographical error in the word "comprising", minor corrections to the 
specification liave been proposed, and a replacement of FIG. 5 A has been 
provided. In addition, Applicants respectfully submit that the proposed 
amendments, if entered, would simplify issues on appeal, by making all 
independent claims consistent in regard to this? feature. 

For at least the above-discussed reasons. Applicants respectfully 
request that the amendments proposed herein be entered. In the event that such 
amendxnents are not entered, this paper should be considered a Petition to the 
Director's supervisory authority for the entry of the amendments proposed herein. 
The Commissioner is authorte«d to charge the fees associated with such a 
Petition to deposit account no. 05-0225. A duplicate of this paper is enclosed. 

For convenience sake, the remainder of this Supplemental 
Response reiterates the content set forth in Applicants' initial Response under 37 
CFR 1.116 dated October 26, 2006, 

The Office Action includes an objection to the drawings for failing 
to include die table of information and titnestamp features recited in the claims. 
In response. Applicants include herewith an amended version of FIG. 5 A showing 
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that the timestamp and table of tabs features arc included as part of step 507. 
Accordingly, the objection to the drawings is believed to be addressed and its 
wititidrawal is respectfully requested. 

The specification was objected to for including a typographical 
error in the word comprises in Claim 28. In response. Applicants have amended 
Claim 28 to coixect tihis typographical error and, therefore, withdrawal of this 
objection is respectfully requested. 

Claims |l-25, and 27-29 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 02(b) as allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,337,161 (Hube). Claim 26 
has been rejected undejr 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over Hube in 
view of U.S. Patent N^. 6,052,198 (Ncuhard, ct al.). Applicants respectfully 
traverse these rejectiotts and submit that the claims are patentable over the cited 
references taken s^aritely or in any proper combination for at least the following 
reasons. ; 

Claim ]| requires a method for modifying at least one document in 
a printing machine ha^!^ng a di^lay device, the method comprising determining a 
location of at least onejmarker on the at least one document; displaying the 
location of the at least jonc marker, on the display device; modifying the at least 
one marker; using a table of information and a time stamp; and generating at least 
one modified documcrlt in response to the modified at least one marker. 

A notatjle feature of Claith 1 is the modifying of the at least one 
marker using a timestalup. Support for this feature can be found in the original 
specification at paragraphs [0059] - [0070] of the published application. (It is to 
be un derstood of courste that tlie scope of Claim 1 is not limited to the details of 
this embodiment^ which is referred to for purposes of illustration only.) 

The Ofhce Action is understood to take the position that when files 
are saved, they are savlsd with a timestaihp. The Office Action, therefore, is 
understood to argue thkt because the Hube patent utilizes files, it is allegedly 
inherent that such filcsj, when saved have an included timestamp. However, 
Claim I does not requij-e or pertain to the mere use of a timestamp with a saved 
file. In parti cular, Clailm J requires that least one marker be modified using a 
timestimp. In other wbrds, Claim 1 requires that the modifying of at least one 
market occur using a timestamp. While claims are to be given their broadest 
reasonable interpretation, Applicants resi^ectfiiJly submit that merely 
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timestamping a file wllien it is saved does not teach or suggest th e use of that 
timestamp along with ja process of modiSying at least one marker. To elaborate, if 
it is the position of th4 Office Action that a marker, according to the Hubc patent, 
is a tab on a page. Applicants respectftiliy submit that the Hube patent does not 
teach or suggest tbat» is part of modifjSiijg such a tab, a tiraestaxop is used. 
Merely placing a time^mp on a file is hot a disclosed use of a timestamp as part 
of modifying at least Jne marker. For at least this reason Applicants respectfully 
submit that not all of tjbe claimed Itmitdions in Claitxi 1 are taught by the Hube 
patent At least tiiis silme reason for patfentabtlity applies to independent Claims 
15, 21, and 22. | 

In addition to flie reason for patentability just set forth above. 
Applicants rcspectfiilli^ submit that the Mube patent also does not teach or suggest 
modiQrfng at least onejmarker as recited' in all of the independent claims. In 
particular, if Applicants und^tand the position taken in the Office Action 
correctly. Applicants ie under the impffession tiiat the Office Action is con-elating 
a tab, according to thejHube patent, as a-marker according to the independent 
claims of the present JppUcation. The Office Action then refers to step S52 in 
FIG, 12 as allegedly teaching modifying the at least one marker according to the 
independent claims ofjthe present application. See, for example, the last line of 
page 4 of the Office Ajction. However. ^Applicants understand step S52 in FIG. 12 
of the Hube patent to i^ertain to outlining an image to be placed onto a tab, for 
which no other image tias previously be4n identified. See column 8, lines 29-3 1 ; 
column 8, lines 47-54;jand column 9, Irdes 33 to column 10, line 31. In 
particular, column 8, lines 29-3 1 are understood to state that if tab images are 
already on tab pages, tken the job is rea<dy for printing. The Hube patent, 
begimring at column 8i line 47, then is likderstcod to describe how a tab image 
can be extracted from juiy page in a doctiiment and insetted onto a tab image. The 
discussion beginning ait column 9» line is understood to describe that a user can 
outline an area of an irhage to be used asi a tab im age. FIG. 1 7 is probably the 
best example which shbws an outlined ai-ea of an image 214 extracted firom a page 
226 and inserted onto i tab 2 1 9. 

i • 

Although the Hube patent is undcrstood to describe how an image 
may be inserted onto aj tab, it appears to be silent regarding subsequent 
modifications of such tiabs. For at least ijhis additional reason, Applicants 
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respectfiilly submit that the Hube patentkoea not teach or suggest modifying the 
at least one marker as recited in the indejDendeiit claims. The Neuhard reference 
is not cited to teadhi or suggest this featdre. 

The other claims in this application depend from one of the 
independent claims discussed above;, anii are submitted to be patentable for at 
least one of the reasons! described abov^j Since each dependent claim is deemed 
to define an additional aspect of the invention, indivj dual reconsideration of the 

patentability of each claim on its own irtierits is respectfully requested. 

i 

This Amendment After Fdnal Action is believed to place this 
application in condition for allowance aiid, therefore^ its entry is believed proper 
under 37 C.F.R. §1,11 6. Should the Examiner believe that issues remain 
outstanding, it is respectfully requested jihat the Examine contact Applicant's 

undersigned attorney in an effort to resolve such issues and advance the case to 

'i 

issue. I 

i 

In view of the foregoing lamendments and remarks, Applicants 
respectfully request favorable reconsideration and the aUowance of the present 
application. 



Justin Petruzzclli/dn 
Rochester, NY 14650 
Telephone: 585-726-7522 
Facsimile: 585-477-4646 
Tf the Examiner h unable to reach the AppJiciintda) 
Examiner is jneqvested to communicate with Eas^iman 
(585)477-4656. 



Respectfully subTnitted, 




Attofiiey for Aj^\omt(s) 
Registration No. 52, 1 1 8 



Attorney at the telephone number provided^ the 
Kodak Company Patent Operations at 
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BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 

Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR STOES 

□ FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 

^ LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 
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